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16651, Misbranding of Amaizo corn oil. U. S. v. 401 Cases, et al.,, of
Amaizo Corn 0il. Consent decrees of condemnation and forfei—
ture. Product rveleased under bond. (. & D. Neo. 23274. 1. S. Nos.
0767, 0768, 0769. S. No. 1396.)

On December 24, 1928, the United States attorney for the District of Oregon,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district libels praying seizure and condemnation
of 82 -ases containing gallon cans, 401 cases containing quart cans,. and 100
cases contaiuing pint cans of Amaizo corn oil, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Portland, Oreg., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the American Maize Sales Corporation, in part from Roby, Ind., and in part
from Wolfe Lake, Ind., in various consignments on or about November 7, 1927,
and March 28, June 21, September 27, and November 1, 1928, respectively, and
transported from the State of Indiana into the State of Oregon, and charging
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article
was labeled in part: (Cans) “Amaizo Amaizing For Salads and Cooking A.
Superior Corn Oil Manufactured by American Maize Products Co., New York,
Chicago, Contents 1 Gallon (or *“ Contents 1 Quart” or “ Contents 1 Pint ”).”

It was alleged in the libels that the article was misbranded in that the state-
ments, “ Contents 1 Gallon,” “ Contents 1 Quart,” and *“Contents 1 Pint,” borne
on the labels of the respective sized cans, were false and misleading and de-
ceived and misled the purchaser, since the said cans did not contain the volume
declared. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was
food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and
conspicuously marked on the outside of the packages, since the quantity stated
was not correct.

On February 26, 1929, the American Maize-Products Co., of New York, hav-
ing appeared as claimant for the property and having consented to the entry
of decrees, judgments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon
payment of costs and the execution of bonds totaling $1,000, conditioned in part
that it should not be sold or otherwise disposed of in violation of law and until
it be relabeled in a manner satisfactory to this department.

ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16652, Misbranding of feed. U. S. v. 250 Bags of Feed. Produet ordered
ggge)ased under bond. (F. & D. No. 22847. I. 8. No. 13563-x. 8. No.

On June 29, 1928, the United States attorney for the Western District of North
Carolina, acting upon a report of the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 250 bags of feed, remaining in the original unbroken pack-
ages at Charlotte, N. C., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
Dunlop Milling Co., from Clarksville, Tenn., en or about June 1, 1928, and
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transported from the State of Tennessee into the State of North Carolina, and
charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was
labeled in part: “ Feed Manufactured by the Dunlop Milling Company, Clarks
ville, Tenn. * * * Amalysis Protein 9.25%, Fat 3%.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the state-
ments “Analysis Protein 9.259%, Fat 39%.,” borne on the label, were false and
misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser.

On August 13, 1928, the Dunlop Milling Co., 01a1ksv1lle Tenn baving ap-
peared as claimant for the propertfy, a decree was entered ordermg that the
product be delivered to the said claimant upon payment of costs and the execu-
tion of a bond in the sum of §$150, -conditioned in part that it should not be
sold or otherwise disposed of contrary to law.

ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secrelary of Agriculture.

16653, Adnlteratlon of buatter. TU. S. Ge(nge D. Nereson (Portland Cream-
0.). lea of guiliy. Fxne F. & D. No. 22578, 1. S. Nos.
21884—x 21887—x 21906-v, 21909-x, :i3534—x 24380-x.)

On November 26, 1928, the United States attorney for the District of North
Dakota, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said distriet an information against
George D. Nereson, trading as the Portiand Creamery Co., Portland, N. Dak.,
alleging shipment by said defendant, in violation of the food and drugs act,
on or about January 18, January 23, January 27, February 1, and February 13,
1928, respectively, from the State of North Dakota into the State of New
York, of quantities of butter which was adulterated.

It was alleged in the information that the article was adulterated in that a
product which contained less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat had
been substituted for butter, a product which should contain not less than
80 per cent by weight of milk fat, as prescribed by the act of March 4, 1923,
which the said article purported to be.

On December 15, 1928, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $50.

: ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16604. Misbranding of olive oil. U, S. v, 25 Cans of Olive 0il. Consent
decree 0of condemnation and forfeitare. Produet released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 22195. I. 8. No. 21205—-x, 8, No. 253.)

On November 22, 1927, the United States attorney for the Middle District
of Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 25 cans of olive oil, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Scranton, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped by A.
Gash & Co., from New York, N. Y., on or about October 4, 1927, and transported
from the State of New York into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article
was labeled in part: ¢ Italian Product Virgin Olive Oil Agash Brand Italy Net
Contents One Full Gallon.” v

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the state-
ment, borne on the can, “ Net Contents One Full Gallon,” was false and mis-
leading and deceived and misled the purehaser ‘Misbranding was alleged for
the further reason that the article was food in package form and the quantity
of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outsuie of
the package.

On December 12, 1928, A Gash & Co. (Inc.), claimant, baving admitted the
allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and ‘it was ordered by the court
that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of costs and the
execution of a bond in the sum of $125, conditioned in part that it be emptied
‘into barrels and labeled with the net volume under the supervision of this
department, .

AB.THUR M. Hypg, Secretary of Agricultwre.

16655. Misbranding of horse and mule feed. U. S. v. 120 Sacks of Hors¢
and Mule Feed. Decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prod.
111‘;:0tﬁl)eleased under bond. (F. & D. No. 23291, I. 8. No. 05546. 8. No

On December 31, 1928, the United States attorney for the Rastern Distric

of North Carolina, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, file(



